Stephanie Kost

From: Dave Bradley [dbl_trbl@MyRealBox.com]

Sent: Tuesday, October 28, 2003 9:55 PM

To: KAQuinn

Subiject: | Oppose a Broadcast Flag Mandate for Digital Television

Qctober 28, 2003

Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Kathleen Abernathy,

I am writing to voice my -oppesition to any FCC-mandated adoption of “broadcast f£lag”
technology for digital television.  As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a
policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV.

A robust; competitive market for consumer electronics wmust be rooted in manufacturers'
ability to innovate for their customers.. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV-
reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technologists what new products they
can create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers
like me actually want, and it could result in me being charged more money for inferior-
functionality.

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an
investment in DTV-capable receivers.and other zquivment. I will not pay more for devices
that limit my rights at the behegt .of Hollywood. Please do not mandate broadcast flag
technology for digital television. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,
Dave Bradley
7775 Polarif on

Maple Grove, MN 55311
USA
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Stephanie Kost

From: D Gates [ak-412@msn.com]

Sent: Tuesday, October 28, 2003 9:50 PM

To: KAQuinn

Subject: | Oppose a Broadcast Flag Mandate for Digital Television

October 28, 2003

Commissiocner Kathleen Q. Abernathy
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Kathleen Abernathy,

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag"
technology for digital television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a
policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of DIV.

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers'
ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DIV~
reception equipment will enable the studios to-tell technologists what new products they
can create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers
like me actually want, and it could result in me being charged more money for inferior
functionality. ' ’

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an
investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment. I will not pay more for devices
that limit my rights at the behest of Hollvwood. Please de not mandate broadcast flag
technelogy for digital television. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,
D Gates
10255 NorthLake

Olathe, KS 66061
USA
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Stephanie Kost

From: John Kennedy [jwklives3 @yahoo.com)]

Sent: Tuesday, October 28, 2003 8:45 PM

To: KAQuinn

Subject: | Oppose a Broadcast Flag Mandate for Digital Television

October 28, 2003

Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Kathleen Abernathy,

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag"
technology for digital television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a
pelicy would be bad for innovation, consumer rvights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV.

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics mist be rooted in manufacturers'
ability to innovate [or their customers. Allowing movie studios to wveto features of DTV~
reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technologists what new products they
can create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers
iike me actually want, and it could result in me being charged more .money for inferior
functionality. :

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually bé less likely to make an
investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment. I will not pay more for devices
that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mendate breadcast flag
techriclogy for digital television. Thank ycu for your time..

Sinecerely,
John Kennedy
2025 M 3rd

Abilene, TX 79603
USA
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Stephanie Kost

From: Michael Taddia [mtaddia@tampabay.rr.com]

Sent: Tuesday, October 28, 2003 8:27 PM

To: KAQuinn

Subject: | Oppose a Broadcast Flag Mandate for Digital Television

October 28, 2003

Commissioner Kathleen . Abernathy
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Kathleen Abernathy,

I am writing.to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag"
technology for digital television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a
policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV.

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rocoted in manufacturers'
ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV-
reception equipment will enable.the studios to tell technologists what new products they
can create. This will result. in products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers
like .me actually want, and it could result in me being charged more money for inferior
functionality. :

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an
investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment. I will not pay more for devices
that limit my rights at the behest nf Hollywood. Please do not mandate breadcast flag
technology for digital television. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,
Michael Taddia
3917 W. North A St.

Tampa, FL 33609
USA
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Stephanie Kost

From: William Carroll [embedded_avenger@yahoo.com]

Sent: Tuesday, October 28, 2003 8:18 PM

To: Commissioner Adelstein

Subject: | Oppose a Broadcast Flag Mandate for Digital Television

October 28, 2003

Commissioner Jonathan S. Adelstein
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Jonathan Adelstein,

I am writing to voice my oppozition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag"
technology for digital television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a
policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV.

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufactursrs'
ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DIV-
reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technologists what new products they
can create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers
like me actually want, and it could result in me being charged more money for inferior
functionality. :

if the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually ke less likely to make an
investmeat -in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment. I will not pay more for devices
that limit my rights at the behest of Hellywood. Please do not mandate broadcast flag
technology Tor digital television. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,
William Carroll
6043 Gulfport Blwd. South

Gulfport, ¥L 33707
USA
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Stephanie Kost

From: Sterling Price [ssprice @ cox-internet.com)

Sent: Tuesday, October 28, 2003 8:18 PM

To: KAQuinn

Subject: | Oppose a Broadcast Flag Mandate for Digital Television

October 28, 2003

Commigsioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Kathleen Abernathy,

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adopticn of "broadcast flag"
tecknology for digital television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a
policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the-udltimate adoption of DTV.

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronlecs must be rocted in manufacturers'
ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DIV-
reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technologists what new products they
can create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers
like me actually want, and it could result in me being charged more money for inferior
functionality. ' :

if the ¥CC iggues a broadcast flag mandats, I would actually be less likely to make an
investment in OTV-capable receivers and other aguipment. I.will not pay more for devices
that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate broadcast flag
technelogy for digital television. Thank you for your time. o

Sincerely,
Sterling Price
705 Baylor

Bentcnville, AR 72712
USh
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Stephanie Kost

From: Christopher phillips [chris @ christophersweb.com]

Sent: Tuesday, October 28, 2003 8:09 PM

To: KAQuinn

Subject: | Oppose a Broadcast Flag Mandate for Digital Television

October 28, 2003

Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Kathleen Abernathy,

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag"
technology for digital television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a
policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV.

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers'
ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV-
reception equipment will enable the studios: to tell technologists what new products they
can create. 'This will result in preducts that don't necessarily reflect what consumers
like me actually want, and it could result in me being c¢harged more money for inferior
functionality. :

If the PCC issues a broadecast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an
investment -in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment. I will not pay more for devices
_that limit my.rights at the behest of Hollywood: Please do not mandate broadcast flag
technology for digital television. Thank you for your tine.

Sincerely,
Christopher phillips
PO BOX 11115

Cincinnati, OH 45211
JSA
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Stephanie Kost

From: Jeffrey L. Dombach [jeff @jldsystems.com]

Sent: Tuesday, October 28, 2003 5:37 PM

To: KAQuinn

Subject: | Oppose a Broadcast Flag Mandate for Digital Television

October 28, 2003

Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Kathleen Abernathy,

I am writing to voice my opposition to anvy FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag®
technology for digital television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a
policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV.

A robust, competitive market  for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers'
ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DIV-
reception eguipment will enable the studios to tell technelogists what-new products they
can create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers
like me actually want, and it could result in me being charged more money for inferior
functionality.

If the ¥CC issues.a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an
investmant in DTV-capablie receivers and other eguipment. I will not pay more for devices
that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please. d¢ not mandate broadcast flag
tachnology for digital television. Thank you for your time. .

Sincerely,
Jeffrey L. Dombach
2818 Marietta Avenue

Lancaster, PA 17601
USA
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Stephanie Kost

From: Michael Valeri [MikeCheckStudios @ hotmail.com]

Sent: Tuesday, October 28, 2003 5:35 PM

To: Commissioner Adelstein

Subject: | Oppose a Broadcast Flag Mandate for Digital Television

October 28, 2003

Commissioner Jonathan 8. Adelstein
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Jonathan Adelstein,

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of *broadcast flag"
technology for digital television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a
.policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV.

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers'
ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV~
reception equipnent will enable the studios to tell technologists what-new products they
can create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers
like me actually want, and it could result in me being charged more money for inferior
functionality. . :

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I wceuld actually be less likely to make an
investment  in DTV-capable receivers and. other equipment. I will not pay more for devices
ithat limit iy rights at “he behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate broadcast flag
technoloqgy for digital televigion. Thank you for ycur time. s -

Sincerely,

Michael Valeri

1401 Rast Harrison Street

#105 -
Seattle, WA 98112

USA
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Stephanie Kost

From: Bryan Armbruster [b.m.armbruster @ att.net]

Sent: Tuesday, October 28, 2003 5:21 PM

To: KAQuinn

Subiject: | Oppose a Broadcast Flag Mandate for Digital Television

October 28, 2003

Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Kathleen Abernathy,

‘I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag"
technology for digital televisicn. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a
policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of DIV.

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers’
ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV-
reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technologists what new products they
can create. This will result in preoducts that don't necessarily reflect what consumers
‘like me actually want, and it could result -in me being charged meore money for inferior
functionality. :

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, .I would actually be less likely to make an
investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment. I will not pay more for devices
that limit .my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do net mandate broadcast flag
technolegy for digital television. Thank you for your time. :

Sincerely,
Bryan Armbruster
11754 Ivy Ridge Drive

North Royalton, OH 44133
USA
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Stephanie Kost

From: Jake Brenneise [jake_b@swlink.com]

Sent: Tuesday, October 28, 2003 5:10 PM

To: Commissioner Adelstein

Subject: | Oppose a Broadcast Flag Mandate for Digital Television

October 28, 2003

Commigsgioner Jonathan $. Adelstein
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Jonathan Adelstein,

I am writing to vuice my opposition te any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag®
technology for digital television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly-that such a
policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV.

A robust, competitive market  for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers’
ability to innovate for their customers.  Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV--
reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technologists what new preducts they
can create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers
iike me actually want, and it could result in me being charged more money for inferioxr -
functionality. :

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely -o make an
investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment. I will not pay more for devices
that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood.  Please do not mandate broadcast [lag
technology for digital television. Thank you feor your time. .

Sincerely,
Jake Brenneise
3022 W. Cactus Wren Drive

Phoenix, AZ 85051
USA
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Stephanie Kost

From: Jim Frogge [jimfrogge @ myrealbox.com]

Sent: Tuesday, October 28, 2003 5:03 PM

To: Commissioner Adelstein

Subject: | Oppose a Broadcast Flag Mandate for Digital Televisicn

October 28, 2003

Commissioner Jonathan S. Adelstein
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, KW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Jonathan Adelstein,

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mardated adoption of "broadcast flag"
tecinology for digital television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a-
policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV.

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in: manufacturers'
ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV-
reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technologists what new products they
can create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect what ccnsumers
like me actually want, and it could result in me being charged more money fcr inferior
functicnality. ’ S

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an
investment in DTV-capable receivers and other eguipment. I will not pay more foxn devices -
that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Flease do not mandate broadcast flag
techrology for digital televisicn. Thank you for your tims. . . : ’

Sincerely,
Jim Frogge
550 W Brookmont Blvd

Kankakee, I, 80901
UsSA
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Stephanie Kost

From: Alan Fisher [abbadon@tesco.net]

Sent: Tuesday, October 28, 2003 4:51 PM

To: KAQuinn

Subject: 1 Oppose a Broadcast Flag Mandate for Digital Television

October 28, 2003

Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abernatchy
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Kathleen Abernathy,

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of *broadcast flag"®
‘technology for digital television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a
policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV.

. A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be reoted in manufacturers!
ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DIV-
reception equipment will enable the studies to tell technologists what new products they
can create.. This will result in preducts that don't necessarily reflect what consumers
like me actually want, and it could result in me being charged more money for inferior
functionality. : '

If the FCC igsues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an
investment -in DTV-capable receivers and other eguipment. I will not pay more for devices
that limit my rights at the bshest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate broadcast flag
technology for digital television. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,

Alan Fisher

348 Blackstock Road
Gleadless Valley
Sheffield, S14 1GA
United Kingdom
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Stephanie Kost

From: Jared Liebl [[78317 @zoomnet.net]

Sent: Tuesday, October 28, 2003 4:25 PM

To: KAQuinn

Subject: | Oppose a Broadcast Flag Mandate for Digital Television

October 28, 2003

Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Kathleen Abernathy,

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag"
technology for digital television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a
policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of DIV.

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers'
ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DIV-
reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technologists what new products they
can create. This will result in products that deon't necessarily reflect what consumers
like me actually want, and it could result in me being charged more money for inferior
functiocnality.

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an
investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment. I will nct pay more for devices
that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Flease do not mandate broadcast flag
technology for digital television. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,
Jared Liebl
1809 E Belleview Fl

Milwaukee, WI 53211
Usa
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Stephanie Kost

From: Vance Holbrook [iwuzwhatiwuz @yahoo.com]

Sent: Tuesday, October 28, 2003 4:23 PM

To: KAQuinn

Subject: { Oppose a Broadcast Flag Mandate for Digital Television -

October 28, 2003

Ccmmissioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington. D.C. 20554

Dear Kathleen Abernathy,

I am writing toc volce my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag®
technology for cdigital television. As a consumer and <itizen, I feel strongly that such a
" policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV.

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers'
ability to innovate for their customers. - Allowing movie studios to veto features of DIV-
“reception equipment will enable-the studics to tell technologists what new products they
can create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers
like e actually want, and it could result in me being charged .more money for inferior
functionality. S

I1f the FCC issues a broadecast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an
cinvestment in DTV-capable receivers and other sguipment. 1 will not pay more for devices.
. that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate broadcast flag
techneology for digital television. Thank yeu fer yeour time.- i : ‘

Sincerely,
Vance Holbrook
2E45 Tri-county Rd

Seaman, OH 45679
USA
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Stephanie Kost

From: Michael Simpson [roverandom44 @yahoo.com]

Sent: Tuesday, October 28, 2003 4:09 PM

To: Commissioner Adelstein

Subject: | Oppose a Broadcast Flag Mandate for Digital Television

QOctober 28, 2003

Commissioner Jonathan $. Adelstein
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Jonathan Adelstein,

T am writing to voice my opposition to ‘any FCC-mandated adoption of “broadcast flag"
technology for digital televisicn. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a .
pelicy would ke bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV.

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers'
ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTIV-
reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technologists what new products they
can create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers
like me actually want, and it could result in me being charged more woney for inferior
functionality.

If the ECC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an
investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment. I will not pay more for devices
that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate broadcast flag
technolegy for digital television. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,
Michael Simpson
3317 Beal Rd

Franklin, OH 45005
USA
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Stephanie Kost

From: Mark Sobell [mark @ sobell.com]

Sent: Tuesday, October 28, 2003 4:08 PM

To: KAQuinn ) .

Subject: | Oppose a Broadcast Flag Mandate for Digital Television

October 28, 2003

Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Kathleen Abernathy,

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag"
technology for digital television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a
policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV.

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers'
ability to. innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to wveto features of DTV-
reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technelogists what new proeducts they
can create. This will result in products that den't necessarily reflect what consumers
like me actually want, and it could result in me being charged more money for inferior
functionality. : :

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an
investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment. I will not pay more for devices
that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. 2lease do not mandate brocadcast flag
technology for digital television. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,
Mark Sobell
3667 24TH ST APT 1

San Francisco, CA 94110
USA
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Stephanie Kost

From: Genevieve Barlow [gpb2@hotmail.com]

Sent: Tuesday, October 28, 2003 3:53 PM

To: Michael Copps

Subject: | Oppose a Broadcast Flag Mandate for Dlgntal Television

October 28, 2003

Commissioner Michael J. Copps
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

I am writing to veice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast £lag" :
technology for digital television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a
policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV.

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronicg must be rooted in manufacturers®
ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV-
reception egquipment will enable the studios to tell technologists what new products they
can create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers
like me actually want, and it could result in me being charged more money for inferior
functionality.

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an-

investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment. I will not pay more for devices
that limit my rights at tbe behest of Hollywood. Please do not mdndate broadecast flac
technology for digital television. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,

Genevieve Barlow
789 Clarkson #1005
Denver, CO 80218
USA
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Stephanie Kost

From: Colby DeGraaf [hypercyber99@yahoo.com]

Sent: Tuesday, October 28, 2003 3:17 PM

To: KAQuinn

Subject: | Oppose a Broadcast Flag Mandate for Digital Television

October 28, 2003

Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Kathleen Abernathy,

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of “"broadcast flag"
technology for digital television. As a consumar and citizen, I feel strongly that such a
policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of DIV.

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers'
ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV~
reception eguipment will enable the studios to tell technologists what new products they
can create. This will result in preoducts that don't necessarily reflect what consumers
like me actually want, and it could result in me being charged more money for inferior
functionality. ‘

If the FPCC issues a. broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an
investment .irn .DTV-capable receivers and other ecquipment. I will not pay more for devices
that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate broadcast flag
technology for digital television. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely.,

Colby DeGraaf

9950 1lth Street North
Apt #208

Saint Petersburg, FL 33716
UsSA



Stephanie Kost

From: Jeff Dubin [jd-eff @ dreamallday.com]

Sent: Tuesday, October 28, 2003 3:02 PM

To: KAQuinn

Subject: | Oppose a Broadcast Flag Mandate for Digital Television

October 28, 2003

Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Kathleen Abernathy,

I am writing to urge the FCC to oppose mandated "broadcast flag" technology for digital
televisicn. To encourage such a system would be a huge setback for consumer rlghts, would
stifile innovation, and ultimately stunt the growth of the DTV revolution.

As an owner of high-definition digital television equipment,; a subscriber to digital
television services via cable television, and a Tivo owner, I highly value my ability to
- chose how and when I view television programs and movies. No matter how enhanced a

picture I might receive, I wouldn't trade it for my ability to record, playback, and copy
programs. . .

While I respect the fact that media mega-corporations want to protect their revernue
‘stream, we heard similar arguments against VCR technology in the early. 80's, yet when
allowed to exist, VCRs revitalized the movie industry. When these same mega-corps got
their way and implemented do-not-copy technology into the digital audio DAT. format, that
format never caught on outside the professional audio world and all hut died.

If "broadcast flag® technolegy limiting the ability for consumers to control whern and how
they watch programming is implemented, expect consumers to completely reject digital
television, starting with me as I get rid of any existing digital televisicn equipment I
own, rendered useless by this technelogy.

Lastly, I urge you to consider how much FCC Chairman Michael Powell enjoys his Tivo video
recorder. Please understand that "broadcast flag" technology, ripping the ability to
record from the hands of consumers and placing it into those of Big Media, would be the
end of these devices.

Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for your
time.

Sincerely,
Jeff Dubin
295 Park Ave S Apt 8C

New York, NY 10010
UsSA
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Stephanie Kost

From: Sean McDermott [audionut44 @ yahoo.com)

Sent: Tuesday, October 28, 2003 2:51 PM

To: Commissioner Adelstein

Subject: | Oppose a Broadcast Flag Mandate for Digital Television

Octcber 28, 2003

Commissioner Jonathan S. Adelstein
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Jonathan Adelstein,

I am writcinyg to veoice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of- "broadcast flag"®
technology for digital television. A&As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a
policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV.

A robust, ccmpetitive market for consumer electronics muist be rooted in manufacturers'
ability to innovate for their customers. -Allowing movie studios to veto features of DIV-
reception equipment will enable the studios' to tell technologists what new products they
can create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers
like me actually want, and it could result in me being charged more money for inferior
functionality. Co

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an
“investment in DTV-capabhle receivers and cther agquipménc. I will not vay hore foxr devices
that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not maadate bhroadcast flag
technolegy for digital television. Thank you for yvour time. ; - B

Sincerely,
Sean McDercmott
9820 Beaver ilollow

Charlotte, NC 28269
USA
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Stephanie Kost

From: Gareth Arch [Lampei@yahoo.com]

Sent: Tuesday, October 28, 2003 2:38 PM

To: Commissioner Adelstein

Subject: | Oppose a Broadcast Flag Mandaté for Digital Television

October 28, 2003

Commissioner Jonathan S. Adelstein
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Jonathan Adelstein,

I am writing to wvolice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag"
technology for digital television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a
policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV.

‘A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers'
ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DIV-
‘reception equipment will enable the studios: to tell technologists what mew products they
can create. This will result in products. that don't necessarily reflect what consumers
like me actually want, and it could.result in me being charged more money for inferior
functionality.

'If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, T would actually be less likely to make an

. investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment. I will not pay more for devices
‘ that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate broadcast flag
technology for rdigital television. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,
Gareth Arch
2251 Saint Charles Dr

Clearwater, FL 33764
USA
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Stephanie Kost

From: Dan Hudson [ddhbusiness @ comcast.net]

Sent: Tuesday, October 28, 2003 2:33 PM

To: Commissioner Adelstein

Subject: | Oppose a Broadcast Flag Mandate for Digital Television

October 28, 2003

Commissioner Jonathan S. Adelstein
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Jonathan Adelstein,

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast £flay”
technology for digital television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a
policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV.

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers’
ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV-
reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technologists what new products they-
can create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers
like me actually want, and it could result -in me being charged more money for inferior
functionality.

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an
investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment. I will not pay more for devices
thar limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not manuate broadcast flag
techneclogy for digital television.” Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,
Dan Hudson
431 NW 100th Place. Apt 413

Seattle, WA 98177
USA
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Stephanie Kost

From: Benjamin K {benjamin @bmasf.com]

Sent: Tuesday, October 28, 2003 2:27 PM

To: KAQuinn

Subject: | Oppose a Broadcast Flag Mandate for Digital Television

Qctober 28, 2003

Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Kathleen Abernathy,

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcasc flag"
technology for digital television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a
policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV.

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers'
ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios te veto features of DTV-
‘reception equipment will enable-the studios to tell technologists what new products they
can create. Thig will result in products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers
like me actually want, and it could result in me being charged more money for inferior
functicnality. :

If the 7CC issues a broadcast . flag mandate, T would actually be less likely to make an
investment in DTV-capable receivers.and other equipment. I will not pay more for devices
that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate broadcast flag
taechnoloygy for digital television. Thank you for your time.. S :

Sincerely,
Benjamin X
35 3outh Park

San Francisco, CA 94107
usa
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Stephanie Kost

From: Chris Valdez [chris @chris-and-sara.com]

Sent: Tuesday, October 28, 2003 2:19 PM

To: Commissioner Adelstein

Subject: | Oppose a Broadcast Flag Mandate for Digital Television

October 28, 2003

Commissioner Jonathan S. Adelstein
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Jonathan Adelstein,

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag”
technology for digital television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a
policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV.

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers'
ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DIV-
reception equipment will enable the studios to -tell technologists what new products they
can create. This will result in products that don't necessarily. reflect what consumers
like me actually want, and it could result in me being charged nwore money for inferior:
functicnality.

If the FOC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an
investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment. I will net pay inore for devices
that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate broadcast flag
technology for digital television. Thank you- for your time.

Sincerely,
Chris Valdez
186 Avram Ave Apt 34

Rohnert Park, CA 94928
USA
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Stephanie Kost

From: Amy Hurst [feistyred25 @ hotmail.com]

Sent: Tuesday, October 28, 2003 2:19 PM

To: KAQuinn

Subject: | Oppose a Broadcast Flag Mandate for Digital Television

October 28, 2003

Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Kathleen Abernathy,

I am writing to voice my opposition Lo any FCC-mandated adoption cf "broadcast £flag" ‘
technology for digital television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a
pelicy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV.

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers'
ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV-
reception equipment will enable ‘the studios to tell ‘technologists what new products they
can create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers
“like me actually want, and it could result in me being charged mores money for inferior
functionality. ‘

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an
investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment. T will not pay more fer devices
that limit my rights at the behest of Hnllywocd. Please do net mandate broadcast flag
technology for digital television. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,
Amy Hurst
6935 Lafayette Ave.

Omaha, NE 68132
Usa
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